Thursu..,, March 28,2013 2:33:34 PM PT

Subject: RE: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood
Date: Wednesday, March 14, 2012 11:39:14 AM PT

From: Julie Braun

To: Steve Fagalde
cc: Ellen Miramontes, 'Steven E. Hanson'
Steve,

i have yet to receive your drawings and material details. As soon as | receive this information | can discuss
your proposed modifications with Dorin and Pam.

From: Steve Fagalde [mailto:stevef@scottscorp.com]

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 3:57 PM

To: 'Ellen Miramontes'; Steve Hanson

Cc: Julie Braun

Subject: RE: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood

They are scanning now. Should have them to you within 30 minutes. Thanks again

Stephen E. Fagalde
Phone: (510) 302-0999

From: Ellen Miramontes [mailto:ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 2:37 PM

To: Steve Fagalde; Steve Hanson

Cc: Julie Braun

Subject: Re: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood

Raymond, Steve and Steve,

Thank you for meeting with Julie Braun and myself last Friday. | appreciated the opportunity to understand
what your revised proposal entails. As we discussed, please do scan the plans and images that you shared
and send these to me via email so that | may share these plans with others here at BCDC. We may or may not
be holding a Regulatory Staff meeting tomorrow as our Chief of Permits, Bob Batha, is out sick today and
may be as well tomorrow. | will share the plans | receive from you at my earliest convenience.

Thank you,

Ellen Miramontes

Bay Design Analyst

SF Bay Conservation and Development Commission
50 California Street, Suite 2600

San Francisco, California 94111

415-352-3643
http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/
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On3/12/12 2:11 PM, "Steve Fagalde" <stevef@scottscorp.com> wrote:

Ellen

Thank you for taking the time, meet with myself, Steve Fagalde, Steven Hanson and Julie Braun from the Port of
Oakland to further our discussions about our revised proposal to the Scott’s Pavilion Wall Panel Systems upgrade.

We appreciate you spending time to listen and getting to know the history of Scott’s, the Scott’s Pavilion and our
efforts to continue bringing successful events to Jack London Square’s waterfront. As | am sure you noticed, we are
very excited to get started on making the proposed upgrades to the Scott’s Pavilion, Wall Panel System. As
mentioned, it will become a Facility that is more efficient in the way it transfers from Public to Private Use and vice
versa. The upgrades will also make for a more exciting visual to visitors both in the public and private

Due to these upgrades being, for the most part, a change of existing materials, Scott’s is sure that BCDC will make
this a simple letter amendment to the existing Pavilion. Please share with your counterparts at your regulatory
meeting tomorrow that this would be our preference and we are ready to immediately start on making these
upgrades to the Wall Panel System. | look forward to hearing from you after your meeting.

If you have any questions, you can reach me at my office (510) 302-0999

Thank you

Raymond J. Gallagher
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Thursa.,, March 28,2013 2:31:14 PM PT

Subject: RE: Pavillion Documents
Date: Tuesday, March 13,2012 5:13:51 PM PT

From: Steven E. Hanson
To: 'Ellen Miramontes'
cC: 'Steve Fagalde'

Ellen, thanks for getting back to us and keeping us informed. Both Steve and | really appreciate your
attention to this issue. Asyou know, we are all working for a better environment along our bay shore and
we certainly want Jack London Square to shine again!!

Steve Hanson

From: Ellen Miramontes [mailto:ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2012 5:07 PM

To: Steve Fagalde

Cc: Steve Hanson

Subject: Re: Pavillion Documents

Steve,

Thank you for sending your revised plans as well as the proposed material cut-sheets. Unfortunately both
Bob Batha and Brad McCrea have been out sick this week so | have not been able to share the plans with
them. Once they return to the office, | will do so and let you know of our feedback.

Regards,

Ellen Miramontes

Bay Design Analyst

SF Bay Conservation and Development Commission
50 California Street, Suite 2600

San Francisco, California 94111

415-352-3643
http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/

On 3/12/12 4:28 PM, "Steve Fagalde" <stevef@scottscorp.com> wrote:

Steve Fagalde
Food Specialists, Inc.

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: "Veronica Romero" <VeronicaR@scottscorp.com>
To: "Steve Fagalde" <stevef@scottscorp.coms>
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Subject: Pavillion Documents

Verdnica Romero
veronicar@scottscorp.com
P 510-302-0999

F 510-302-0995
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Tuesday, March 20, 2012 11:38 AM

Subject: FW: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood
Date: Tuesday, March 13, 2012 5:02 PM
From: Ellen Miramontes <ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov>

To: Bob Batha <bobb@bcdc.ca.gov>, Brad McCrea <bradm@bcdc.ca.gov>, Adrienne Klein <adriennek@bcdc.ca.gov>

Bob, Brad and Adrienne,

At some point, | would like to talk over Scott’s revised pavilion concepts but in the meantime
thought | would pass along this email as well as the attached images which give an idea of
what they are thinking. | think this revised concept is moving in a better direction but still
needs some work including: plaster walls and columns seem inappropriate, doors and awning
feature at “Franklin Street Entrance” don’t seem appropriate either. Increased transparency of
materials is better. Minimizing permanent obstructions in view corridor is better.

Bob and Brad,
Hope you both feel better soon.

- Ellen

------ Forwarded Message

From: Steve Fagalde <stevef@scottscorp.com>

Date: Mon, 12 Mar 2012 14:11:22 -0700

To: Ellen Miramontes <ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov>

Cc: Steve Fagalde <stevef@scottscorp.com>

Subject: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood |

Ellen

Thank you for taking the time, meet with myself, Steve Fagalde, Steven Hanson and Julie Braun
from the Port of Oakland to further our discussions about our revised proposal to the Scott’s
Pavilion Wall Panel Systems upgrade.

We appreciate you spending time to listen and getting to know the history of Scott’s, the
Scott’s Pavilion and our efforts to continue bringing successful events to Jack London Square’s
waterfront. As | am sure you noticed, we are very excited to get started on making the
proposed upgrades to the Scott’s Pavilion, Wall Panel System. As mentioned, it will become a
Facility that is more efficient in the way it transfers from Public to Private Use and vice versa.
The upgrades will also make for a more exciting visual to visitors both in the public and private
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Due to these upgrades being, for the most part, a change of existing materials, Scott’s is sure
that BCDC will make this a simple letter amendment to the existing Pavilion. Please share with
your counterparts at your regulatory meeting tomorrow that this would be our preference and
we are ready to immediately start on making these upgrades to the Wall Panel System. | look
forward to hearing from you after your meeting.

If you have any questions, you can reach me at my office (510) 302-0999

Thank you

Raymond J. Gallagher

—————— End of Forwarded Message
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Thursu..,, March 28,2013 2:30:44 PM PT

Subject: Fwd: Pavillion Documents

Date: Monday, March 12, 2012 4:28:24 PM PT
From: Steve Fagalde

To: Ellen Miramontes

Steve Fagalde
Food Specialists, Inc.

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: "Veronica Romero" <VeronicaR@scottscorp.com>

To: "Steve Fagalde" <stevef@scottscorp.com>
Subject: Pavillion Documents

Verdnica Romero
veronicar@scottscorp.com
P 510-302-09%9

F 510-302-0995
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Thursu..,, March 28,2013 2:26:20 PM PT

Subject: RE: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood
Date: Monday, March 12, 2012 3:56:38 PM PT

From: Steve Fagalde

To: ‘Ellen Miramontes', Steve Hanson

CcC: Julie Braun

They are scanning now. Should have them to you within 30 minutes. Thanks again

Stephen E. Fagalde
Phone: (510) 302-0999

From: Ellen Miramontes [mailto:ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 2:37 PM

To: Steve Fagalde; Steve Hanson

Cc: Julie Braun

Subject: Re: Email from Raymond J. Gallagher-Scott's Seafood

Raymond, Steve and Steve,

Thank you for meeting with Julie Braun and myself last Friday. | appreciated the opportunity to understand
what your revised proposal entails. As we discussed, please do scan the plans and images that you shared
and send these to me via email so that | may share these plans with others here at BCDC. We may or may not
be holding a Regulatory Staff meeting tomorrow as our Chief of Permits, Bob Batha, is out sick today and
may be as well tomorrow. | will share the plans | receive from you at my earliest convenience.

Thank you,

Ellen Miramontes

Bay Design Analyst

SF Bay Conservation and Development Commission
50 California Street, Suite 2600

San Francisco, California 94111

415-352-3643
http://www.bcdc.ca.gov/

On 3/12/12 2:11 PM, "Steve Fagalde" <stevef@scottscorp.com> wrote:

Ellen

Thank you for taking the time, meet with myself, Steve Fagalde, Steven Hanson and Julie Braun from the Port of
Oakland to further our discussions about our revised proposal to the Scott’s Pavilion Wall Panel Systems upgrade.

We appreciate you spending time to listen and getting to know the history of Scott’s, the Scott’s Pavilion and our
efforts to continue bringing successful events to Jack London Square’s waterfront. As | am sure you noticed, we are
very excited to get started on making the proposed upgrades to the Scott’s Pavilion, Wall Panel System. As
mentioned, it will become a Facility that is mare efficient in the way it transfers from Public to Private Use and vice
versa. The upgrades will also make for a more exciting visual to visitors both in the public and private
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Due to these upgrades being, for the most part, a change of existing materials, Scott’s is sure that BCDC will make
this a simple letter amendment to the existing Pavilion. Please share with your counterparts at your regulatory
meeting tomorrow that this would be our preference and we are ready to immediately start on making these
upgrades to the Wall Panel System. | look forward to hearing from you after your meeting.

If you have any questions, you can reach me at my office (510) 302-0999

Thank you

Raymond J. Gallagher
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October 28, 2012

| ~EcEBIVE
Ellen Miramontes D) E @jE “\j

Bay Design Analyst

SF Bay Conservation and Development Commission L\\& OU 31 2012
50 California Street, Suite 2600

San Francisco, California 94111
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Dear Ellen,

It is our pleasure to submit to BCDC for approval of the proposed Scott’s Jack London Seafood, Inc. ,
Public Pavilion improvement plans.

As you know Ellen, we have worked very hard over the last several months to come up with a program
to replace the deteriorating plastic and cloth tent material that is used when the Public Pavilion is in
private mode. Our plan, as has been our intention all along, is to provide improvements to the Pavilion
and install a modern and efficient movable wall system that will protect members of private events from
the wind and elements during the winter but also offer a much better looking interface to the Pavilion
when in private use. | think our present plans achieve these goals. One of the primary goals for installing
this system was to make the process to convert the Pavilion from public to private use and vice versa a
much faster, safer and better process then has existed before. The result will be that the Pavilion will be
in Public Use mode more time between tightly scheduled events.

When in private use, frankly, the Pavilion will look far better and far more professional than the existing
tent wall system ever hoped to look. These improvements will also facilitate some much needed
maintenance that we have delayed, pending the installation of a new wall system, which will provide for

new lighting, new marine paint and removal of built up rust as well as general improvements to correct
general ware and tear on the facility.

In our process of working with BCDC and our efforts to design a system that we believes meets the
needs of the public and does not block views, when in public use, we have learned about materials and
capabilities which will allow us to efficiently slide the walls out of the public view corridor. The walls
hang on a multi tracked roller ball system so there will be no changes to the plaza area itself except for
the installation of small anchor- pin holes that will be capped when not in use. This has been an
evolutionary process as we have experimented with different materials and concepts in our efforts to
provide the desired effect and meet public access needs.

In the end, weight for our selected system was a major factor and an overriding consideration when
installing and moving the walls in and out of their positions. This learning process has involved the
sourcing of light-weight and durable materials that permit these panels to efficiently move provide
privacy for event attendees and permit the proper anchoring of the panels in place. As well, careful
engineering was required to devise a system that could be used to efficiently roll the panels out of
public view stacking them against existing walls, when the Pavilion is open to the Public. This has
required a creative redesign and creative use of a multi directional roller ball system that mounts on the
interior of the soffit hidden from exterior view. This roller system will accommodate the stacking of the

panels while the Pavilion is open to the public and the securing the panels securely together while in
private use.

The sliding panels emit light in an opalescent manner —they are an energy efficient Translucent Daylight
Building System, utilizing a product with the brand name of Kelwall (http://www.kalwall.com/) used in




many public and private building systems permitting daylight to enter during the day and interior light to
be visible from the outside at night. As suggested, these walls are not transparent but translucent. The
only transparent walls will be the glass installed in similar sliding panels facing the water and in door
elements. During the day, the panels are slightly reflective but emit light to the interior and during the
night, when in use, the panels will be washed by multi-colored low energy LED spot lights that will be
located above the track system aimed down on the interior of the panels. The exterior nighttime view
will be one of color and light illuminated from within.

| am providing three sets of plans titled Public Pavilion that are in 11x 17 format and provide all the
necessary information on our project.

In a brief walkthrough of the project, here is a description of the attached documents.

Drawings:

A.0 Provides for a location setting. There is no change in the footprint or orientation of the Pavilion
nor do any of the relationships changes due to the proposed improvements.

Al Pavilion Plan View with the Panels in the Private Use position.

A2 Plan shows the panels in stored position and in Public-Use.

A3 Pavilion elevation views from the Southeast (Franklin Street side) and the southwest (waterside)
Note the Kelwall system and color (see color rendering). The main Pavilion Color will remain as
Pure White —Maritime Finish and the lower portion of the panels will be coated with Enticing
Red Maritime Finish. All Clear class portions will be tempered safety glass.

A4 Southeast rendering of Pavilion (Franklin Street side) showing Kelwall in place mounted within
aluminum frame hanging from roller ball system mounted under soffit. Note that during the day
there is a slight reflective quality to the Kelwall System

A.5 The Southwest elevation of the Pavilion shows the sliding Kelwall system with four of the sliding
panels outfitted with clear tempered safety glass to permit attendees of private functions to
have an unconstructive view of the Oakland Estuary.

A6 Proposed main entry door to be discussed.

Additional

Sheets: Kelwall descriptions. Also please see website for further description. (we will provide an
example to staff for review of a Kelwall panel section).

We look forward to meeting you at your earliest convenience to discuss this project and believe that this
improvement effort will be a major improvement to Jack London Square and particularly the area
between Kincaid’s and Scott’s.

%C%‘%;; _
S n

teven E. Hanso
On behalf of Scott’s Jack London Seafood, Inc.

Attachments: Public Pavilion — Jack London Square New Collapsible Enclosure Walls (2 copies)

cc: Brad McCrea, (1 copy) /
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Wednesday, July 25, 2012 6:17 PM

Subject: Scott's Pavilion

Date: Tuesday, July 10, 2012 5:37 PM

From: Ellen Miramontes <ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov>

To: Bob Batha <bobb@bcdc.ca.gov>, Adrienne Klein <adriennek@bcdc.ca.gov>
Cc: Brad McCrea <bradm@bcdc.ca.gov>

Bob and Adrienne,

| wanted to let you both know of a meeting Brad and | had with Steve Fagalde and Steve
Hanson today regarding the proposed changes to Scott’s pavilion structure. | have had some
back and forth with them regarding their proposed design and today they shared their latest
(partial) proposal. As you will see in the first attachment, they would still like to have a
permanent structure with doors which would be placed on the south side of the pavilion. The
other proposed panels would slide away for the majority of the sides.

Brad and | discussed some options with them (moving door structure to southeast corner
towards kayak place and out of view corridor; activating public access area beneath pavilion
when available to public with games or other enhancements; removing wing walls of proposed
structure) and said we would discuss further and get back to them.

They also continue to be interested in the idea of taking this area out of public use and
swapping some other public access area or improvement for this space. They feel it is mostly
unused by the public and would like to make greater use of it. | have explained in the past that
the public access benefit would need to be so great that it would be difficult to accomplish a
meaningful trade and we didn’t have an idea for this.

| continue to remain uncomfortable with this permanent door structure and feel that it will
appear odd in the public space. | realize as a whole that their proposal to install these
translucent panels will be better functionally for them and us (less overuse of public space for
private use and also enhanced appearance when in private use) although | still feel hesitant
with this proposal as it is.

| have attached some of the earlier plans and my plan review letter. | would appreciate hearing
your thoughts and reactions on this. | don’t know whether this warrants a meeting between us
or we can figure it out via email but thought | would start with sending the latest your way.

Thanks, Ellen

PS: Steve Hanson also mentioned that he had found many discrepancies between the permits

and within them regarding the use of this pavilion space by Scott’s. | asked that he provide this
information to us.

Page 1 of 3



PSS: Brad, | know you mentioned getting out there to look at but much of tomorrow is filled
with meetings for me and then | am gone Thursday and Friday and you will be away following 2
weeks so we won’t be able to make that happen anytime soon. Perhaps upon your return if

still needed.
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Pavilion @ Jack London Square
Open Floor Plan for Public Use
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Tuesday, March 20, 2012 11:38 AM

Subject: Scott's Pavilion

Date: Friday, March 9, 2012 1:23 PM

From: Ellen Miramontes <ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov>

To: Bob Batha <bobb@bcdc.ca.gov>

Cc: Adrienne Klein <adriennek@bcdc.ca.gov>, Brad McCrea <bradm@bcdc.ca.gov>

Bob,

As you know, | went to Scott’s this morning to view their new ideas for the pavilion structure — |
think they are headed in a better direction although I still have some concerns. They are
anxious to move forward and would like to have this approved soon. | said that we will want to
consider it further and may want to have it reviewed by our Design Review Board.

Julie Braun from the Port was also at the meeting and upon departing she showed me a new
stage/storage compartment that was added last fall without the Port’s or our authorization. So

we will also need to address this along with the reporting violations that Adrienne has been
dealing with.

When | asked about the idea Steve Hanson had proposed regarding a public access area swap,
Ray Gallagher said that they did not want to discuss that now but solely wanted to focus on
improving the structure and may want to discuss this in the future. Julie mentioned that the

Port needs to look at the feasibility of a swap given the limitations that may be in place given
the original funding for the area.

Do you think we should take a look at this at Tuesday’s Reg Staff?

Ellen

Page 1 of 5
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March 9, 2012

Follow up Meeting
For the
Scott’s Pavilion,
Wall Panel System Upgrades

Attendees:

Raymond Gallagher, Scott’s Restaurants
Stephen Fagalde, Scott’s Restaurants
Steven Hanson, Scott’s Restaurants
Ellen Miramontes, BCDC
Adrienne Klein, BCDC
Julie Braun, The Port of Oakland
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DELRIN & STEEL SINGLE-TRUCK, ADJUSTABLE TROLLEY HANGERS
FOR USE WITH METAL FRAME DOORS

NEW DELRIN TROLLEY

Quiet-running, corrosive-resistant
DuPont Delrin, combined with the
easy-running, long-lasting benefits of
CannonBall needle-bearing design.
Lower friction. Available in all popular
CannonBall trolley systems.

« Never use more than 1 pair per door leaf.
= Finish: - galvanized,
« Packed 20 singie trolleys per caron.

e Weight 2 pounds each.

] Door Thickness: Variable ]

Door Leaf Welght Steel: Up to 400 Ibs. per pair with 13- or 14-
gauge track

Delrin: Up to 450 Ibs. per pair with 14-gauge track
Up to 600 Ibs. per pair with 13-gauge frack *
Up to 1000 Ibs. per pair with 13-gauge track, with
universal side brackets on 12” spacing *

| Rods: 2 provided; 1/2" dia. Zinc-plated

[ Vertical Adjustment: Up fo 2 inches

| Lateral Adjustment: Slotted doorframe hole required

Suspension Boit: 1/2 - 13 zinc-plated bolt, hex lock nut and
adjusting nut
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Versatile Lexan™ Thermoclear™ Multi-Wall Sheet for
glazing can be relied upon to deliver high quality,
low maintenance glazing that is built to last.

Potential Applications

Product Advantages
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Aerogel

The New Standard in
‘Eco-Daylighting Solutions
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Defeating the compromise with sustainable design

Architect:

Confractor:

Owner:

Building size:

Facade coverage:
Facade thermal properties:
Total investment:

RESULTS:
Capital cost savings:

Energy savings:
CO2 emission reducfion:
Aesthetics and comfort:

":’e;’t

Sports Complex - Souchais, Carquefou, France

Murail Architeciures — Nantes & Paris, France
Belliard (facade)

City of Carquefou

36,200 sq ft / 3,360 m?

16,150 sq ft / 1,500 m?

Rvalue 6.4 / U-value 0.89 W/m*K

$3.82 million / €2.9 million

Savings of $818,000 / €620,000 vs. standard glazing
and exterior solar shades

55,440 liters of fuel or $51,200 / €38,800 per year
333,000 lbs / 151,000 kg per year i
Soft diffused light without glare creates a high comfort
level for the athletes and spectators. Sound dampening
reduces internal noise interference.

“The combination of polycarbonate sheet and environmentally friendly Nanogel
particles provides a unique balance of cost, thermal performance, acoustic
performance, visual comfort and aesthetics. It offers architects and developers an
atiractive, practical way of following the French HQE® approach fo energy
management and environmental impact.”

~Mr. Christophe Murail, General Manager, Murail Architectures



Hear the Difference

The structure of Nanogel inhibits sound and vibration
transmission not just by blocking, but by absorbing sound
energy, creating significant sound control by reducing external
and internal noise transfer,

The unique mechanical properties of Nanogel particles enable
it to absorb sound across a broad frequency band. Nanogel-
filled daylighting systems lransmit much less sound than
traditional systems, leading not only to belter energy efficiency,
but also quieter interior spaces. Nanogel fabrics used in roofing
systems can dramatically improve interior acoustics by
significantly reducing reverberation and transmission of exterior
noise. This means greater comfort for occupants, as well as
freedom in design for mixed use facilities.

The Nanogel difference
in sustainable design

Nanogel daylighting system
projects have been installed all

website, www.nanogel.com,
for more information,

over the world, Visit our

Reduce your
carbon footprint

Energy is a key part of the

sustainability concept. It is wiclely

acknowledged that the construction,
occupation and running of buildings
accounfs for close to half of all energy
consumplion in the USA and Europe.
Not only can Nanogel save energy
and reduce CO, emissions, it is also
reusable when the building is
decommissioned. Nanogel is safe for
human (particle sizes from 1 to 4mm)
and ecological systems, and is
created through a closed loop process
with little fo no impact on the
environment. This means including
daylighting systems with Nanogel in

building designs can help create
healthier living, recreational and
work spdces, and can assist in
securing LEED™ certification and
meet o exceed stringent building
codes such as Part L in the UK,
Energieein-sparverordnung (EnEV
2009} in Germany, and RT2005 and
RT2010'in France. Nanogel holds
Silver Cradle to Cradle™ certification
from McDonough Braungart Design
Chemistry. Cabot Aerogel is also @
member of the American
Architectural Manufacturers
Association, the Indian and US Green
Building Councils, and Germany's
Trade Association of Translucent

Insulating Panels (Fachverband TWD).

VIR

www.nanogel.com



B CASE STUDY

< et

ho ’Ig'-"r‘“,ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ-ﬁ)- \

www.nanogel.com

Performance Reaches New Heights

Dedmon Athletic Center - Radford University, VA

Project: Retrofit of raofing system - mixed use facility
Architect: Moseley Architects, Virginia Beach, VA
Engineer: Stroud, Pence & Associates, Virginia Beach, VA
Contractor: Branch & Associates, Roanoke, VA

Owner: Radford University

Plan area: 54,804 sq ft / 5,090 m?

RESULTS:

Energy savings: $91,500 / €64,200 per year*

CO:2 emission reduction: 1,988,800 |bs / 904,000 kg per year**

Aesthetics and comfort:  Retrofit maintained the iconic roof structure while
exponentially improving user experience through sound
dampening, moisture resistance and thermal insulation.

The original airsupported fabric roof of the Dedmon Center was replaced with an
aerogel fabric layer sandwiched between two layers of structural PTFE fabric,
creating ultra-high insulation levels. The fabric is less than 50mm thick, yet it more
than triples the original roof's thermal insulation performance with a value of R-12
(U-value 0.47 W/m?K) and natural light transmission value of 3.5%. The resulis of
the completed roof retrofit were measured through IR imaging (see insef above). On
a cold winter night, the cool temperature of the arena roof (A) is readily apparent as
compared with the adjacent traditionally insulated roof (B) and the natatorium fabric
roof (C) which was constructed similarly fo the original construct of the arena roolf,
with 2 layers of fabric. When measured, the ambient exterior temperature was 26°F
(-3.3°C) and the interior temperature of the space was 68°F (20°C). The surface
temperature of the arena roof was 28°F (- 2.2°C) and the surface temperature of the
rest of the facility roofs averaged 66°F (19°C).

* Caleulated according to Fourier's Law of thermal conduction (integrated)
** Carbon caleulalions based upon the following formula: 1kWh=.537kgCO:



High performance daylighting

When incorporated into the following systems, in both roofs and facades, Nanogel offers architects
and building owners a multitude of design benefits, Whether the installation is horizontal, vertical
or at an angle, Nanogel retains its properties, enabling unflinching thermal efficiency while allowing
exceptional daylight and optimized building aesthetics without sacrificing, but actually improving,
occupant comfort and productivity:

Struclural ompusltaPuns‘ for Structural Polyearbonate Skylight
Skylights and Fagades Systems

lnsulured Glass Units Continuous Vaults and Ridges with

Ventilation Systems

Solid, non lightfransmissive
construction delivers an
Rvalue of 24 (Uvalue 0.24),
while high performance
triple-glazed krypton glass
glazing delivers R-8 (U-0.7),
making the choice easy

when compared fo Nanogel,

which allows daylighting I

producis to deliver a range
of R-values from 6 fo 20
(U-0.28 to 0.89) while

cultivating essential natural

daylight.
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Meaking San Francisco Buv Betler

November 20, 2012

Mr. Steve Fagalde and Mr. Steven E. Hanson
Scott’s Restaurant

255 Third Street, Suite 102

Oakland, California 94607-4328

SUBJECT: BCDC Permit No. 1985.019.09B (formerly known as 19-85(B)); Response to October 28,
2012 Letter and Revised Plans of Design Revisions to Public Pavilion at Jack London
Square, Oakland, California

Dear Mr. Fagalde and Mr. Hansorn:

We are writing in response to your October 28, 2012 letter and the attached 11 x 17 plans
entitled “Public Pavilion: Jack London Square, Oakland, California,” prepared by Juan Rubio of
Rubio Bowden Design and dated October 5, 2012. We believe the revised design proposal for the
movable wall panels is much improved. It appears that the proposed walls would function well for
the pavilion when in use while at the same time not obstructing public access when the panels are
slid back into their stored position. We continue to have concerns regarding the permanent door
structure as we have expressed in the past.

Following receipt of these revised plans, we contacted Julie Braun with the Port of Oakland,
your co-permittee, to learn of their satisfaction with the revised plans. At that time, they had not yet
received the revised plans nor discussed the revised proposal with you. We understand that you
are now scheduled to meet with them and review the revised proposal. Ms. Braun did indicate that
the Port is not comfortable approving the revised wall panels without at the same time addressing
the door structure. The Port feels strongly that the project should be reviewed and approved in its
entirety. As co-permittees, the Port and Scott’s must both be in agreement with the plan review and
amendment requests that are submitted to BCDC.

As you recall, we had stated in our September 12, 2012 letter to you that we would not be able
to approve a permanent door structure through plan review and that this proposal would require a
permit amendment. Once you have had the opportunity to reach agreement with the Port
regarding your proposal, please let us know how you would like to proceed in terms of the
amendment request. Once again, we want to remind you of the need to provide a clear plan for
improving the public’s use and enjoyment of this required public access area when not in use as a
banquet facility. '

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me by phone at (415) 352-3643 or by
email at ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov.

Sincerely, )

WVWWMM\

ELLEN MIRAMONTES
Bay Design Analyst
EM/gg _
cc: Julie Braun, Port of Oakland

State of Californiz + SAN FRANCISCO BAY CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION + Edmund G Brown Jr. Govemor

50 Califormia Street Suite 2600 + San Franzisco, California 94111 ¢ (415, 352.3600 + Far (415 352-3606 » info@bcac ca aov * www bedc ca gov



Making San Francisco Buy Better

September 12, 2012

Mr. Steve Fagalde and Mr. Steven E. Hanson
Scott’s Restaurant

255 Third Street, Suite 102

Oakland, California 94607-4328

SUBJECT: BCDC Permit No. 1985.019.09B (formerly known as 19-85(B)); Response to August

23, 2012 letter - Regarding Proposed Design Revisions to Public Pavilion at Jack
London Square, Oakland, California

Dear Mr. Fagalde and Mr. Hanson:

We are writing in response to your August 23, 2012 letter and also to follow up from the
meeting Brad McCrea and I had with you both on July 10, 2012 here at our office. At that
meeting you shared a photo simulation of a revised entrance feature design that is proposed on
the eastern side of the existing pavilion structure. We discussed other aspects of the design as
well, but the plan, elevation and section drawings had not yet been developed. In your August
23, 2012 letter you reiterate the reasons why you would like to modify the pavilion structure
and explain your desire to make these changes in the near future. In your letter, you also point
out language in the permit that you believe to be confusing and inconsistent. Thank you for
pointing out these potential problems with the permit language. We also believe it is important
for the permit to be clear, consistent and understandable by all parties. We would be happy to
receive your suggestions on how the permit could be amended to improve its clarity.

As you have requested, this letter will provide our response to the proposed changes you
desire to make with the pavilion.

As you are aware, we have met with you to discuss your proposal several times. On March
26, 2012 we wrote a letter to Mr. Raymond J. Gallagher providing our feedback on the design
proposed at that time and requesting further information. Since receiving our March 26, 2012

plan review letter, you have responded to some of the feedback we provided by making the
following changes:

* shortened the proposed permanent wall section on the north side of the pavilion

* removed the proposed plaster walls at the outer corner of the pavilion
* removed the four short plaster walls that were proposed to extend into the
pavilion area on either side of the restaurant’s east-facing doors

In that letter and on the plan that was attached with comments, we requested that you
remove the permanent doors and overhead structure that were proposed along the eastern side
of the pavilion so that the required view corridor through this area would not be obstructed
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when the area is available for public use. It is also important for the required public access area
to remain physically unobstructed in order to serve as usable open space.

When we met on July 10, 2012, you shared a photo simulation with a revised design
solution for the permanent structure and doors proposed on the eastern side of the pavilion. At
that meeting we continued to express concern regarding this aspect of the proposal.

In summary, we believe that the current proposal, minus the permanent entryway structure,
can be approved administratively through plan review. In order to receive approval for the
other proposed changes to which we have responded favorably (not the permanent entryway
structure), you will need to submit more detailed construction document plans for our review
and approval under the current authorizations and requirements of the permit. These plans
should include the proposed plan, elevations, sections, details and specifications for the
materials to be used. Please refer to Special Condition II-A, which specifies the process and
plans needed for plan review. We would be happy to provide feedback on preliminary plans as
they are being developed. As we have previously discussed and we also noted in our March 26,
2012 letter, we believe that additional improvements should be made to the existing public

access area. Please submit plans for your proposed public access improvements together with
the pavilion plans.

Regarding the process for approval of the permanent entryway structure, as we have shared
with you, we are unable to approve this structure through plan review pursuant to the current
authorizations and requirements of the BCDC permit. We continue to believe that it would be
inappropriate to place such a permanent vertical structure within the required view corridor
and public access area. However, you could choose to pursue the installation of this permanent
structure by seeking an amendment to the permit. This amendment process would require
review by our Design Review Board and likely include a public hearing and vote before our
Commission. Please also keep in mind that the entire pavilion occupies a required public access
area, that the pavilion was authorized to improve public access in this area by providing a
different experience, that it is questionable whether the pavilion has in fact improved public
access in this area, and that we have continued to remind you that the project should
incorporate elements that will improve the public’s use and enjoyment of this area.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me by phone at (415) 352-3643 or
by email at ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

ELLEN MIRAMONTES
Bay Design Analyst

EM/gg

cc: Julie Braun, Port of Oakland
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Making San Francisco Bay Bener

March 26, 2012

Mr. Raymond J. Gallagher, Founder
Scott’s Restaurant

255 Third Street, Suite 102

Qakland, California 94607-4328

SUBJECT: BCDC Permit No. 1985.019.09B (a.k.a. 19-85(B)); Plan Review Response Regarding
Proposed Changes to Public Pavilion, Jack London Square, Oakland, California

Dear Mr. Gallagher:

I am writing with regard to the modifications you have proposed for the Public Pavilion
that is situated adjacent to your restaurant, Scott’s Restaurant, located in Jack London Square in
Oakland, California. The existing 4,400 square foot pavilion was authorized for shared public
and private use under BCDC Permit No. 1985.019.09B.

Please be aware that BCDC's permit numbering system has recently changed to improve the
Commission's information storage and retrieval capacity. Therefore, you will notice that the
number of your permit looks slightly different. We believe that this simple change will greatly
improve our ability to serve your needs in the future.

On December 14, 2011, Adrienne Klein, the Commission’s Chief of Enforcement, and I met
with Steve Fagalde, President of Scott’s, and Steve Hanson, the representative for Scott’s, to
review the original proposal for modifying the pavilion and also to discuss compliance issues
related to Scott’s use of the pavilion. We then met on February 1, 2012 at the pavilion with these
same parties to review the proposal further and view mock-up samples of the proposed
structural additions.

At these two meetings, we expressed concern regarding view blockage as well as physical
obstructions that the proposed changes would cause within the required public access area.
While we understood the public access benefits that a mechanized, structural system could
bring to the pavilion (substantially shortened time for set-up and take-down of the pavilion
enclosure when in use for private events), we were concerned with the physical impacts of the
particular proposal. This original proposal included permanent doors and transparent panel
walls that would have been located at several corners of the pavilion and would have prevented
free-flowing pedestrian movement through the area when the pavilion was not in use for
private events. These permanent additions would have also caused blockage of views to the
Bay. We encouraged Mr. Fagalde and Mr. Hanson to revise the design in a manner that would
better address our concerns regarding negative impacts upon the public access areas.

Subsequently, on March 9, 2012, I came to Scott’s to meet with you, Mr. Fagalde, Mr.
Hanson and Julie Braun with the Port of Oakland. At this meeting, you shared a revised concept
for changes to the pavilion structure. The revised concept was much improved. For example, it
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included the removal of many of the permanent doors and corner walls that the original
proposal contained. However, we would like to provide the following feedback regarding this
revised proposal to assist you in developing a plan that we could support:

1.

Further Minimize Obstructions: Work to further minimize obstructions by following the
feedback noted on the attached plan. Based on the plans you have provided, it appears
that the 34-foot-wide view corridor may be partially obstructed. Please indicate whether
that would be the case.

Use Materials in Keeping With Existing Materials: Use materials that are in keeping with
the existing architectural materials, which is steel and transparent roof panels. Do not
introduce new materials such as plaster and wood.

Provide More Detail: Provide plans, elevations, sections, details and perspective
drawings to provide a more detailed vision of how the proposed additions may appear,
and to demonstrate how they would be constructed. Specifically, please provide details
to show how a track may be incorporated into the ground in order to securely move the
panels into place. It is important that the changes to the ground plane do not introduce a
tripping hazard. It is also important that the ground surface remains accessible to
persons with disabilities.

Improve Public Access Amenities: In order to offset the detrimental effects that these
proposed additions to the pavilion would have on the required public access area,
please provide suggestions for how you might improve the public access amenities in
this area perhaps with improved benches and planters. Also please note that Special
Condition II-B-5-d of the BCDC permit currently requires that 15 tables and 35 chairs
shall be in place at all times within in the pavilion area except when the pavilion is in
use for private events or other approved public events. During our recent site visits, we
have noted that these tables and chairs have not been in place. Please let us know if there
is a specific reason for this.

In our review of BCDC Permit No. 1985.019.09B, we have determined that these proposed
modifications to the pavilion could be approved through plan review based on the
authorizations in place under this permit. Once the plans have been revised to address our
concerns, we may then provide plan approval, which would allow you to proceed with
construction. ~ '

While we understand your desire to alter the pavilion structure in order to improve its
appearance and function for private events, we would like to remind you that the primary
purpose of this area is for public access use as agreed to within BCDC Permit 1985.019.09B. As
you are aware, the permit states that the pavilion shall be “used for public access purposes
eighty percent of each year (292 days) and for private events hosted by Scott’s Restaurant
twenty percent of each year (73 days).” The permit also further specifies how long the pavilion
may be enclosed for and how many weekend days it may be used during specific time periods
of the year. If you are not clear on the allowable use of the pavilion, please let us know so that
we may clarify the conditions of the BCDC permit.

As you, Mr. Fagalde and Mr. Hanson have pointed out, we agree that this proposed
modification would potentially facilitate an improvement from a public access point of view
due to the fact that the proposed enclosure system would be much easier and quicker to put in
place and then fold back and would, thereby, facilitate the pavilion area being available for
public use. As Ms. Klein indicated to Mr. Fagalde and Mr. Hanson at our December 14, 2011
meeting, over the years Scott’s has deviated from the conditions set forth in the permit
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regarding the use of the pavilion for private events. We have become aware that you have used
the pavilion for a greater number of events and longer periods of time than what is authorized
in the permit. Ms. Klein has indicated the importance of complying with the existing permit
conditions. We expect that you will do so moving forward.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me by phone at (415) 352-3643 or
by email at ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Gt Mirudid—

ELLEN MIRAMONTES
Bay Design Analyst

EM/rca

Encl.

~cc: Steve Fagalde, President of Scott’s

Steven E. Hanson, Representative for Scott’s
Julie Braun, Port of Oakland
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Tuesday, August 28,2012 4:47 PM

Subject: July 18 to ellen mairamontes re pavilion BCDC permit
Date: Thursday, August 23, 2012 5:13 PM

From: Steve Hanson <hansonsteven@gmail.com>

To: Ellen Miramontes <ellenm@bcdc.ca.gov>

Cc: Steve Fagalde <stevef@scottscorp.com>

Hi Ellen,

Despite our promise of getting this to you earlier, we are submitting this letter now addressing
further issues with the Pavilion.

We were hoping, as discussed in our meeting last month, that you and Brad had a chance to
take a look at the Pavilion to see if the proposal we have submitted makes sense

We think that our collaborative efforts have resulted in an acceptable compromise that will
make the Pavilion much more user friendly and a renewed asset to the common area

We really would like to have a path forward with approvals for our efforts as we would love to
have the new installation up and running before winter sets in.

We believe that the principal benefit for this improvement will be a more comfortable and
attractive waterfront amenity as well as expansion of the public use, in that the wall system
that we

are proposing can be rolled out of the public area in 20 to 30 minutes not the four to six or
more hours that the current system takes.

Secondarily in the letter, as we discussed, we pointed out what we believe are anomalies and

inconsistencies in the present language in the permit. We are available to make recommended
changes and process those through with the assistance of BCDC and the Port.

We believe, however, that the first priority though is to get the Pavilion's proposed
modifications approved --- and we need your direction! We don't believe there is an
alternative to some sort of entry way that front's Franklin Street and is visible to the public
during functions. W also believe that our current design provides an unobtrusive and

transparent structure during non- scheduled events at the Pavilion (when it is open for public
access).

Thanks

Thanks
Steve Hanson

hansonsteven@gmail.com

Page 1 of 2



August 23, 2012

Sent via e-mail and US mail
Ellen Miramontes

Bay Design Analyst

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC)
50 California Street, Suite 2600

San Francisco, CA 94111

Subject: Follow-up to our meeting on July 10, 2012— Public Pavilion — Scott’s, Jack London
Square- Permit No. 19-85(B)

Dear Ellen

I apologize for the delay in getting you this letter and wanted to revive our discussing at our meeting on
July 10, 2012. We have been reviewing the issues in the language in the subject permit that appears to
create some confusion in the ability of Scott’s to comply with the permit requirements as well as the
Port of Oakland’s ability to enforce the requirements.

While, we need to focus on the permit, we also want BCDC to provide us with a path forward to make
the improvements we are requesting. To make it clear, this is our first priority! As we have said, our
proposed improvements should have a positive effect on the use of the Pavilion and the public access
and views. It would be ideal if we could make these improvements before this winter’s banquet season!

A. Proposed Pavilion Improvements per our most recent Submission.

The main reason for our meeting last month was to present to you and Brad our latest proposed design
modification in our effort to seek approval in making the necessary changes in the Public Pavilion to
both improve its public accessibility but its use as a private venue. In our efforts, we have tried with all
the technology and design work available to us to address the objections raised by BCDC staff in terms
of removing impediments to public access and preserve public views.

We believe that it is necessary to preserve a point of entry that both is visible, meets fire code
requirements for assembly buildings as well as the athletics of the existing structure, given as well the
sensitivity of the space when it is unencumbered with the movable wall system.

One of the issues we must focus on is the economics of making these improvements and the scheduling
of events, as winter approaches. We do not want to be left “out in the cold”, so to speak and would like
to have a system approved and installed which will improve the overall experience of both the private
and public users of the Public Pavilion.

At this point, we need to know where we stand and what processes we need to take in order to move
forward. Your direction, patience and assistance has been greatly appreciated. We look forward to
further direction, but also need you to understand that we are trying to move forward with time
constraints we feel are imperative.



B. Permit Language

Some of the language in the permit appears to create frustration among the parties because of issues of
interpretation on how to comply with the permit provisions. We certainly would like to make
suggestions on how to better address these issues in a revised permit, but at this point, we simply
wanted to point out what we observe as some of what appear to be inconsistencies and or language
that needs to be clarified in order to make the permit more user friendly and accomplish the
requirements relative to the findings in the permit as it relates to state law.

In reviewing Permit No. 19-85 (B) Corrective Amendment No. Ten (Scotts), with respect to preparing our
case for a potential amendment to the existing permit we have found the following concerns:

Perceived Inconsistencies or Questions Concerning the Permit

1. Itis not clear to us when the Permit terminates, or if it terminates. We would certainly like the
agreement extended to be co-terminus with the Port’s lease with Scott’s Jack London Seafood,
Inc. Examples of the confusion comes in the heading “Amendment Corrected through July 8,
1997” and then again under ltem 1.a. “...Scott’s Restaurant through January 15, 1996” and
then again for Item 2.c. ”....three months until January 15, 1996.” Our request would be that
these dates be consistent and terminate in the future, commensurate with the amortized
investment in this asset.

2. Setup and take down times pre and post event seems inconsistent. Under B.2.a. it states that
“The tent shall be erected no sooner than 6 hours prior to an approved scheduled event and
shall remain standing no longer than 12 hours following an approved scheduled event.” We find
this statement to be reasonable, especially so if we are permitted to make the proposed
improvements which we propose. Under B.2.b. there is another discussion of “site furniture”
which we are fine with, but perhaps could be consistent with respect to time constraints
imposed for removing the tent walls. Language in Exhibit A. which contains a table discusses the
percentage of time the Pavilion is in private and public use, (number of days and consecutive
weekend days, etc.), under item 6 (below the table) is the directive that states that “ Scott’s will
not lower the fabric curtains prior to one (1) hour before a private event and will retract the
curtains within one (1) hour after a private event.” This statement seems in conflict with earlier
language and we prefer the language in B.2.a. Our requested modifications to the permit
(which addresses mechanical rolling walls) could give us some additional flexibility to adjust the
times so that there can be a tighter turn around schedule than those discussed in B.2.a.

3. Plaza square footage. In the permit it discusses the plaza square footage as 1.c. “...within an
existing 20,000 Square-foot plaza...” Under B.2.a. the Permit talks about the plaza size being
approximately 23,000 square feet and then under Item C. Public Access, in the fourth Paragraph
it talks about the “...Pavilion as part of a large 32,300 Square foot L shaped public space”. This is
not material, but it should be noted that the Public Pavilion is only 4.400 square feet consisting
of only 7.27% of the available open public space, given the size of the plaza as stated in the
permit.

4. The issue of percentage of use for Private events at 20% of all the days in the year and the
definition of higher public use period and lower public use period creates confusion, because in
fact under the current definition that percentage could vary. A better and more explicit table is
necessary to avoid confusion. The actual amount of scheduled public use of the Pavilion is

2 Follow-up to our meeting on July 10, 2012



minimal (20%). Unscheduled and open use of the Pavilion by individual members of the public
is also minimal as currently observed.

5. Llanguage in Exhibit A, such that the Port will only approve two consecutive private events at any
time does not seem consistent or appears unnecessary considering other language that already
exists in the current Permit.

6. One concern for Scott’s is the issue of notification of events to the Port, while the language
requires that the Port be notified of events on a quarterly basis, “January 1, April 1, July 1 and
October 1 of each year, it does not appear to prevent Scott’s from providing a listing of events
beyond this quarterly schedule, however, the Port does not want to accept events listed if they
fall beyond each of the defined quarters. As any event coordinator understands, many events
require many months to plan or in the case of weddings and annual events can be planned up to
twelve months in advance. It is unreasonable for Scott’s if it cannot, in its quarterly scheduling,
provide events and updates through a 12 month period in advance of each of the required

quarterly updates. In addition, when event schedules change Scott’s would notify the Port on a
routine basis.

With respect to the concerns over the existing permit conditions, as in our discussion above, we
would like to propose in the near future language to both BCDC and the Port that we think could
make the intent of the permit and its enforcement an easier task for all of us But for our immediate
concern is how to proceed with the needed improvements to make the Pavilion into a standard that
will continue to attract use to the area.

Thanks again for your assistance.

Sincerely,

~Steven E. Hanson
On behalf of Scott’s Seafood Grill and Bar

cc:  Stephen Fagalde

Follow-up to our meeting on July 10, 2012
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